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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed September 9, 2005 has been entered and new claims 19-21 have 
been introduced. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7, 15 and 16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. Claims 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the apphcation was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

The apphcation as originally filed does not specifically support the claim limitation 
. . without disposition of an electrically-conductive frame in front of the display panel". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
marmer in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 7, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whitcher et al. ("Whitcher") USPN 6,144,552 in view of Karasaki ("Karasaki") JP 1 1-167108 
and Meisner et al. ("Meisner") USPN 6,005,642. 

Whitcher discloses (see figs. 1 and 2 and col 3, lines 41-63) a display panel module 
comprising a display panel 75 defining a screen; a panel-shaped module conponent superposed 
on a rear surface of the display panel or opposed to a rear surface of the display panel, the panel- 
shaped module component excluding a metal fi-ame (as in claim 16); and a rigid plastic bezel 15 
having a flat plate frame, and a rigid plastic member 17 coupled to the bezel so as to hold the 
display panel and the module component against the flat plate frame, but does not specifically 
disclose an electrically insulating bezel and lacks anticipation of directly receiving a set of 
display panel and the panel-shape module component. 

Karasaki discloses in figs. 1-3 a display panel module comprising a display panel 7 
comprising a bezel 1 having a flat plate frame directly receiving a set of display panel and a 
panel-shape module component. 

Meisner discloses (figs. 1 and 2 and col. 9, lines 50-55) a display panel module 
comprising a display panel comprising an electrically insulating bezel 21/29. 

Since Whitcher, Karasaki and Meisner are all from the same field of endeavor, LCD 
module, Karasaki's and Meisner's teachings would have been recognized in Whitcher's pertinent 
art. Therefore, in view of Karasaki, one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made would be motivated to modify Whitcher 's device by incorporating Karasaki's 
teachings since that would prevent sudden removal of the LCD module as taught by Karasaki. It 
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would have been obvious to substitute Whitcher's rigid plastic bezel with an electrically 
insulating bezel since that would prevent substantial electric shock hazard as taught by Meisner. 

Regarding claim 15, Whitcher discloses (col 6, lines 9-19) said module component 
comprising at least a light source (CCFL backlight). 

Regarding claims 19 and 20, Meisner discloses the electrically insulating bezel receives 
the set of display panel and the panel shaped module component without disposition of an 
electrically-conductive frame in front of the display panel. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whitcher in view 
of Howell et al. ("Howell") USPN 6,353,53 1 and Meisner. 

Whitcher discloses (see figs. 1 and 2 and col. 3, lines 41-63) a display panel 73 defining a 
screen on a front surface; a panel-shaped module component 17 superposed on a rear surface of 
the display panel; and an electrically insulating bezel 15 enclosing the display panel and the 
panel-shaped module component so as to couple the module component to the display panel, but 
does not specifically disclose an electrically insulating bezel and lacks anticipation of a housing 
and a display panel module incorporated within the housing. 

Howell discloses in figs. 2 and 4 an electronic apparatus comprising a housing 32 and a 
display panel module 36 incorporated within the housing, 

Meisner discloses (figs. 1 and 2 and col. 9, lines 50-55) a display panel module 
comprising a display panel comprising an electrically insulating bezel 21/29. 

Since Whitcher, Howell and Meisner are all from the same field of endeavor, LCD 
module, Howell's and Meisner' s teachings would have been recognized in Whitcher' s pertinent 
art. Therefore, in view of Howell, one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made would be motivated to modify Whitcher's device by incorporating Howell's teachings 
since that would provide increased protection to critical components as taught by Howell. It 
would have been obvious to substitute Whitcher's rigid plastic bezel with an electrically 
insulating bezel since that would prevent substantial electric shock hazard as taught by Meisner. 

Regarding claim 21, Meisner discloses the electrically insulating bezel receives the set of 
display panel and the panel shaped module component without disposition of an electrically- 
conductive frame in front of the display panel 

5. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whitcher in view 
of Karasaki and Meisner as apphed to claim 7 above, and fiirther in view of Mishima et al. 
("Mishhna") US PG-Pub 2001/0033265. 

The combined references disclose the device structure as recited in the claim but lack 
anticipation of a liquid crystal cells being established between a pair of glass substrates. 

Mishima discloses (figs. 1, 2, 12, 13 and par. 0133) an electronic apparatus comprising a 
a display panel 4 including a pair of glass substrates SUB1/SUB2 as outermost panels, liquid 
crystal cells being established between a pair of glass substrates. 

Therefore, in view of Mishima, one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would be motivated to modify device of the combined reference by 
incorporating liquid crystal cells being established between a pair of glass substrates since that 
would provide a device free of luminance irregularity as taught by Mishima. 

6. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whitcher in view 
of Karasaki and Meisner as applied to claim 7 above, and fiirther in view of Yamamoto et al. 
("Yamamoto") USPN 5,993,027. 
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The combined references disclose the device structure as recited in the claim but lack 
anticipation of a liquid crystal cells being established between a pair of glass substrates. 

Yamamoto discloses in figs. 3 and 4 an electronic apparatus comprising a 
a display panel 22 including a pair of glass substrates 104/109 as outermost panels, Uquid crystal 
cells being established between a pair of glass substrates. 

Therefore, in view of Yamamoto, one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would be motivated to modify device of the combined reference by 
incorporating liquid crystal cells being established between a pair of glass substrates since that 
would improve image quality as taught by Yamamoto. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 2-6 and 9-14 are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to A. Sefer whose telephone number is (571) 272-1921 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR, Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

,/ 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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